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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Prosecution is hereby reopened in view of the new grounds of rejection 
presented below. 

2. , Claims 1 - 8 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent 7,043,541 to Bechtolsheim et al. 

With regard to claim 1, Bechtolsheim et al teaches managing a sen/ice across an 
optical network, wherein a service report message 70 (see figure 2) is generated at 
each service termination point. See Col 5 lines 25 - 37, lines 50 - 65, and col 6 lines 
21+, col 7 lines 6+, col 10 lines 55+, and col 2 lines 58+. Transmitting the message to 
the other point over a service channel is taught in col 9 lines 50+, and col 10 lines 14+. 

With regard to claim 2, intermediate node monitoring is taught in col 7 lines 60+. 

With regard to claim 3, assessment is taught in col 5 lines 40+. 

With regard to claim 4, scheduling is taught in col 10 lines 5+. 

With regard to claim 5, see col 7 lines 60+. 

With regard to claim 6-7, service query is taught in col 9 lines 48+. 

With regard to claim 8, change of state via a command is taught in col 10 lines 

27+. 

With regard to claim 19-20, see the rejection of claim 1 and note the transport 
interface described in col 7 lines 8+. 

3. Claims 10 - 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. 
patent 7,043,541 to Bechtolsheim et al. 

With regard to claim 10, Bechtolsheim et al teaches the invention as described 
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above, but does not explicitly teach a "network - to network interface". However, a 
router is taught in figure 3A, such that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have found the provision of a network-to-network interface (ie, multiple 
networks) obvious such that the measurement of network service operation can be 
carried out over a larger field of operation. 

With regard to claim 1 1 , the header of information containing the service data 
contains at least 24 bytes as described in col 8 lines 65+, although this is not 
appreciably different and only an obvious variation of having only one byte in view of 
the amount of information carried. 

With regard to claim 12, it would have been obvious to use generic client 
management frames in view of the fact that clients use the networks support by the 
router wherein a generic frame would make the implementation more universally 
acceptable. 

With regard to claim 13, note the use of service report messages discussed 

above. 

With regard to claim 14, see col 6 line 25+ and figure 3a (end points 26) with 
regard to the first and second network elements being edge service switches. 

With regard to claim 15, see core switches 28 in figure 3A. 

With regard to claim 16, note use of Ethernet, which is an asynchronous service. 

With regard to claim 17, having an optical network with different service providers 
(first and second) would have been obvious, because more diverse services can be 
supported this way. 
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With regard to claim 18, see col 6 line 34 and note that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have used a 
service provider to manage the network 22 shown in figure 3A in view of the large 
number of network elements and router 24. 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. patent 
7,043,541 to Bechtolsheim et al in view of U.S. patent 7,000,149 to Chia et al. 

Bechtolsheim et al teaches the invention as described above, but does not teach 
A test signal that verifies connectivity in a loopback condition. 

Chia et al teaches using a test signal (see member 500 in fig 4A and note col 1 
lines 55+) for testing connectivity in a loopback condition. See also col 1 lines 66+ and 
col 5 lines 45+. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have provided Bechtolsheim et al with a means for testing a loopback 
condition in light of the teachings of Chia et al in order to provide a convenient means 
for testing the functionality of the system. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0319. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Seema Rao, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 3174. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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